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THE MYSTERY OF FORD.' 


BY G. D. JOHNSTON. 


This article is an attempt to advance the solution of the 
question whether there was ever a passage over the Arun at 
Ford by restating the evidence as it now stands. 


I. PRELIMINARY. 


Although the neighbourhood appears at first sight purely 
agricultural it has in fact been so disturbed by man’s activities 
in digging the lands on both sides of the Arun at the probable 
site of the Ford as to destroy to a large extent the available 
physical evidence. 

In 1793 the Arun was improved up to Arundel by 
dredging shallows and protecting the banks.” 

In 1818-23 the canal from Portsmouth was made * to join 
the Arun near the Ship and Anchor and was supplied with 
water from the Arun by a steam pump north-west of the 
church. 

In 1844 the railway was made‘ as a line from Shoreham 
to Chichester and in 1860 the line from Pulborough was made ° 
to join it here, which involved a diversion north of ‘the former 
line for some distance to the left of the Arun (the abandoned 
track. still remains as a grass-grown cutting). 


II. Direct Evipence. 


I have been entirely unable to find a single reference to 
any person having in fact crossed the Arun here (either by ford 
or ferry) or (except the dubious references to a ferry) any 
express reference to any passage over the Arun here. 

“ Ford Ferry” is marked in the Ordnance Map of 1813 
(with no very definite clue to its situation); in the map an- 
nexed to Cundy’s Report of 1827 on the proposed Ship Canal; 
and in Dallaway and Cartwright’s Map (1830), both probably 
copied from the Ordnance Map, and is referred to by Dallaway 

' §.N.Q., i, 60, 133, 167. 

* Under the Act 33 Geo. III. c. 100 s. 40. 

* Under the Act 57 Geo. II. cap. Ixiii. 
* Under the Act 7 and 8 Vict. cap, Ixxvii. 
° Under the Act 23 and 24 Vict. cap. clxxi. 
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and Cartwright (1830) and Horsfield (1835) as an existing 
ferry *° and casually referred to by M. A. Lower as late as 
1864°. On the other. hand no indication of it is given in 
the maps of Budgen (1724), Yeakell and Gardner (1788-95) 
or Cary (1821) or in the Canal Act of 1817 or the Railway 
Act of 1844 and the latter Act, although providing’ for com- 
pensation to the owners of Littlehampton Ferry for loss of 
tolls due to the Railway Bridge at Ford makes no mention of 
any ferry at Ford itself. 

I do not believe any Ford ferry ever existed, but that when 
the Ford became impassable no means of crossing existed until 
the railway was opened. 


II]. Tre Water LeEve-. 

J. A. Steers’ researches on Dengeness in 1940 * show that the 
sea-level in the English Channel was the same in the 13th cen- 
tury as now, but was two feet lower than now in the 8th 
century; and five feet lower than now in the Roman times and 
also (strangely enough) in the 15th century. 

This is corroborated by the violent storms and inunda- 
tions which occurred about 1287 (when Old Winchelsea was 
lost) and again about 1509.° 

A lower sea-level reduces considerably the amount of tide, 
which is further reduced by the greater length of river to be 
travelled before reaching Ford; for in my view on the present 
evidence the mouth of the Arun was at Pende in Lancing 
until 1287 and thence until 1509 at the Mewsbrook between 
Rustington and Littlehampton. 


IV. Puysicat FEATurRES. 
A. The Bar in the Bed. 


In June, 1927, A. S. Peckham found '° by sounding the 
Arun that 200 yards above the church and just below the 
(present) entry of the Binsted Brook a raised bank or bar exists 
in the bed running out 12 to 15 feet from the right (Ford) 


° Dallaway in 1830 (p. 48) said that there were evident traces of 
the Ford having been passable, “though at this time the com- 
munication can be made only by a ferry”; and Horsfield in 
1835 (ii. 113n), “the communication can now be made only by 
a ferry,” but I cannot regard this as of any more weight than 
the Ordnance Map 

© S.4.C., xvi. 259. 

” By sect. 255. 

* Geographical Journal, xcvi. 283. 

* S.N.Q., ix. 175, n. 2; LP (Hy 8), 1540, p. 97. 

"Hadrian Allcroft, Waters of Arun, reprinting S.C. Mag., iv. 
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bank and some 20 to 25 feet from the left (Lyminster) bank, 
but there is no trace of this in the centre of the stream. 

The gap may well be due to the dredging in 1793.? I 
see no reason to doubt that this is the remains of a hardened 
ford across the Arun, as there seems no geological reason (such 
as an outcrop of a harder stratum) for its existence. 


B. Tributaries: 
(i) The Binsted Brook. 


This tributary reaches the right bank of the Arun at the 
“Ship and Anchor.” The original course is probably that of 
the Ford-Tortitigton parish boundary, which is an ancient one, 
and reaches the Arun immediately north of the back garden of 
the “Ship and Anchor’; but the brook to-day reaches the 
Arun south of the “ Ship and Anchor ”’ at the point where the 
canal also joined the Arun: the 1813 Ordnance Survey Map 
marks both courses—possibly the left course was closed when 
the canal was made. 


(ii) The Black Dyke. 


This stream passes south of Poling and Lyminster to join 
the left bank of the Arun nearly opposite Tortington Church 
and is so shewn in Budgen’s Map (1724) and later maps. It 
is now the boundary of the parishes of Lyminster and Wick, 
but as Wick was carved out of Lyminster in 1880 this is of 
no historical value. 


C. Roads: 
(i) From Chichester. 


What is now a minor road runs west from the Clymping 
Road (ii) to the site of Yapton Station (now a level crossing) 
and with many twists and turns, eventually reaches Chichester 
via Eastergate, never becoming very important and never 
straight for any appreciable distance. 

(ii) From Clymping. 

The road from Clymping Church runs north until the 
entry of the Chichester Road (i), and the united roads cross 
(present) course of the Binsted Brook, but before reaching the 
former northern course turned towards the Arun and ended 
on the river bank at the “ Ship and Anchor.” The traces of 
“the ancient causeway leading up from the Ford,” noted in 
19007 “in a field near the Church” and not visible in 
1930, were probably this road. 


‘ P, M. Johnston, S.4.C., xliii. 105, 
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(iii) Tortington. 

I do not think that Ballard ** was correct in saying that 
Yeakell and Gardner’s Map of 177828 shews a ford across 
the Binsted Brook to Tortington. The map clearly shews the 
road ending at the brook and I think he mistook the river 
embankment for a road. 

It is clear that there was no road over the Binsted Brook 
between Ford and Tortington before 1844, when the railway 
company built * the long straight road from Arundel to the 
station and thence south to join the Clymping Road (ii) and 
so give access to the station from the south; but it remained 
their property until taken over by the County Council in 
1937.7 

Before 1844 Tortington was reached from Arundel and 
also from the west by the road from the ‘ White Swan Inn” 
(on the main Arundel-Chichester Road), which stopped at the 
church and the way from Ford to Tortington was by the 
Chichester Road (i) and Avisford House and the “ White 
Swan.” 

(iv) Littlehampton-Lyminster-Crossbush Road. 

Probably this was*originally two roads, one from Cross- 
bush south to Lyminster Church and the other from Little- 
hampton north to the “Six Bells ””—leaving the Black Dyke 
and its marshes unbridged. ‘This is indicated by Budgen 
(1724), but Yeakell and Gardner and Cary (1794) and later 
maps shew the road continuous as now.”° 

(v) Lyminster-Poling Road. 

There is an old road—probably Roman '*—now a lane 
from Lyminster Church to Poling and continuing on as a foot- 
path to Angmering by way of the Roman Villa. This had a 
continuation west beyond Lyminster Church in a straight line 
in the direction of Tortington Church as far as the Barn in 
the Marsh halfway between the church and the Arun.’* Dr. 
Duval, Vicar of Lyminster, stated in March, 1927 * that the 


"8 §.A.C., liii. 12 (1910). 

““ Sic, sed quaere 1788? 

12 West Sussex Gazette, 4, iii. 37. 

Bowis Bridge (now Bow) which carries this Road over the Black 
Dyke was “in great decay and very dangerous” in 1641, when 
three private persons were ordered to repair it by Quarter 
Sessions. 

** Winbolt, S.N.Q., i. 105. 

Noticed as a “a corduroy track of unknown date” by Capt. W. 
Kemp and quoted by Hadrian Allcroft in S.4.C., Ixiii, 59, 
West Sussex Gazette, 31, iii, 27, 
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felling of the trees at the north end of the churchyard clearly 


shewed a track passing close to the church and across the 
marshes. 


(vi) The “ Six Bells” Road. 


The Ordnance Map of 1813 and Cary’s of 1821 shew a 
road from the left bank of the Arun shortly below the entry 
ot the Black Dyke running east past Brook Barn to the Little- 
hampton Road (iv) at the “Six Bells.” Later maps shew 
this only commencing at Brook Barn. The “ Six Bells” fronts 
the Littlehampton Road and has a date stone, 1732 (possibly 
moved from an older building), but immediately to the north is 
a lane which meanders in the direction of Poling for a short 
distance and is then lost. 


(vi) 

There is a road to the west just north of the former 
Lyminster Station past the (former) Isolation Hospital, where 
it forks, the road curving south through Toddington to join 
(viii) and northwards as a footpath (probably once a lane) to 
Poling, crossing the Black Dyke by a timber bridge. 

(viii) 

The present access from Brook Barn goes south to Court- 
wick Farm and then east to the Lyminster-Littlehampton Road 
(iv) and a short distance south of its entry there is a straight 
road going off east, passing south of Toddington to Rustington 


House and thence (now somewhat disjointed) past Hangleton 
and Tarring to Sompting. 


D. 

A major problem” is how (if at all) did the road from 
the Ford cross the Black Dyke? It would be unlikely to cross 
it immediately after crossing the Arun and the choice to avoid 
such double crossing is either (a) up the bank of the Arun and 
then to Brook Barn and the “ Six Bells” Road (vi), or (d) 
via Courtwick Farm and by either of the roads (vii), or (viii). 

If the road from the Ford did cross the Black Dyke it 
could go along the Lyminster-Poling Road (v), but there seems 
no evidence of any such crossing. 

It may be that when the Ford was in use the Black Dyke 
entered the Arun below the Ford so that the road would not 
have to cross it to reach Lyminster; but there is no evidence 
of such a change in the course of the Black Dyke. 


*® Raised by Briant, S.N.Q., i. 226. 
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V. CIRCUMSTANTIAL EVIDENCE. 
A. The Name of the Parish. 


The name was ’ plural “ Fordes” until 1310; in 1316 and 
1329 and ever since it has been singular. It has been suggested 
that the name is derived from two fords, one over the Arun 
and the other over the Binsted Brook and that the former 
became unusable after 1287—hence the change from plural to 
singular. 

There may well have been a ford over the right branch 
of the brook carrying the Clymping and Chichester Road to 
the “ Ship and Anchor,” but not over the main or left course (at 
the parish boundary). , 

(b) The “ Ship and Anchor.” 

This stands in a remarkable position practically at right 
angles to the Arun facing south on to the end of the Clymping 
Road (ii), just where it ends abruptly on the river bank and 
backing on to the parish boundary along the'left course of 
the Binsted Brook. It is mentioned in the Canal Act of 1817 * 
as the terminus of the canal (‘near a certain Public House 
called the ‘Ship and Anchor’ in the parish of Ford’) and 
became a private house sometime between 1908 and 1923. 
How did it come to be built in such a position? and to serve 
what traffic? 

(c) Roman Remains. 


1817. Avisford House : aT 
Walberton 

1930. Brook Barn Romano-British Rubbish Pit.'° 

1938. Ford Large terra-cotta urn found in 


digging the foundation of the New 
Electrical Power Station at 


Ford.”° 
Angmering Roman Villa.”! 
5 Ecclesden Manor.?* 


(d) King Alfred’s Will. 

If ‘ Leone” is ‘ Leonaford ” mentioned by Bishop Asser 
in 887, the places mentioned in King Alfred’s Will suggest a 
road via Aldrington, Ford and the Deans (near Chichester).'” 

(e) 

Roger Montgomery (lst Earl of Arundel, who died 1094) 
* Mawer, P.N.Sx., i. 141. 
’ V.C.H., Sx. iii, 46, 49, 67. 

Times, 21, iii. 38. 

' §.A.C., Ixxix. 3 and Ixxx. 89. 
'* See the matter discussed by Alfred Anscombe, S§.N.Q., i. 234. 
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granted to the Norman Abbey of Almenesche lands on both 
sides of the Arun here, so suggesting a means of crossing.?° 
VI. THEOoRIEs. 
(a) Hadrian -Allcroft. ‘“‘ The name Ford declares that it 
had been fordable, nor is there any reason to think it ceased 
to be so until perhaps the 16th century” ?® and “The road 
which leads thus far” (Lyminster Church) “and no farther 
was once the Roman thoroughfare from Portslade to Chichester 
and from this point one could cross either to Tortington or to 
Ford. The oak corduroy track to Tortington has been proved 
and the name of Ford is proof that once one could cross at that 
point.” 2? 
(b) E. Cecil Curwen?* and C. G. Jeiner** favour the 
Lyminster-Tortington-Eastergate route. 
(c) My own views are: 

(i) There is no direct evidence of the Ford ever having 
been used. 

(ii) There is circumstantial evidence suggesting (but falling 
short of proving) that a Ford existed here, but not since the 
end of the 13th century. 

(iii) There is no evidence of any ferry, except references 
in the early 19th century, probably all due to the Ordnance 
Map of 1813, inserting the words “ Ford Ferry.”’ 

(iv) There is no direct evidence of the road from the west, 
but circumstantial evidence suggests that it ran from Chichester 
via Eastergate and the site of Yapton Station to the “‘ Ship and 
Anchor.” 

(v) There is no evidence of any crossing at Tortington and 
there was never a road west from here (owing to the Binsted 
Brook). 

(vi) But for the intervention of the Black Dyke the evidence 
is in favour of the road to the east being that via Lyminster, 
Poling and Angmering. As it is, the Black Dyke is a fatal 
objection and the route Brook Barn“ Six Bells ’-Toddington 
to Sompting is the most likely. 

(vii) If the Black Dyke formerly joined the Arun below 
the Ford the difficulty would be solved—but there is no evidence 
that it ever did. The difficulty would also vanish if the Arun 
itself went down the course of the Black Dyke to ,Pende °— 
but there is no evidence that it ever did. 

’ Downland Pathways, p. 206. 

Prehistoric Sussex, p. 107. 

S.N.Q., ii” 

' §$.C.Maq., iii. 588. 

The High Stream of Arundel Rape, by the Water Bailiff c. 1637 

(Ed. Joseph Fowler), p. 27. 
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SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS.—LXXIV. 
ALL SAINTS, BECKLEY. 

The main walls of the tower, which show herringbone 
masonry (c. 1100), are the only remains of the original church. 
The south aisle of the nave, with an arcade of three arches, 
dates from the 13th century. In the 14th century a north aisle 
was added as well as a south porch, and the nave roof rectived 
its present form. At the same time the chancel was rebuilt 
and a north chapel provided. The chancel arch springs from 
a large octagonal pier on the north, which also receives the 
arches of the nave arcade and the chapel, a feature repeated to 
the south when the modern south chapel was built. The tower 
was given an additional stage, a spire (with supporting framing 
within the tower walls), stair and buttresses in the 14th century 
and at the same time the west door was renewed. ‘The building 
has been much restored. W.H.G. 





PIGS IN DOMESDAY BOOK.! 
BY LINDSAY FLEMING. 

The pig was an important, if errant, animal in the 
medieval economy. Place-names preserve his memory and he 
has frequent mention in public records. 

* Pannage’ or payments to the lord for grazing rights of 
pigs or other animals, in fields or in woods, were very usual. 
Such payments might be in kind. A special pig due, apparently 
of ancient origin, occurred particularly, it would seem, in 
Sussex. 

Under Pagham Hundred, in the Domesday Survey, is 
entered: ‘From the pasturage (herbagio) 1 pig from every 
villein who has 7 swine. [In like manner (similiter) through- 
out all Sudsex],’ (V.C.H. Sussex, I. 389). The Editors 
comment (Jdid., 365): “ Lastly an important entry found under 
the archbishop’s manor of Pagham records that every villein 
who has seven swine must give one of them ‘ de herbagio ’ 

They refer to comparable entries.” 
The Domesday Survey references to the matter receive 
' “So very narrowly did he cause the survey to be made, that 
there was not a single head nor a rood of land nor—it is shame- 
ful to relate that which he thought no shame to do—was there 
an ox or a cow, or a pig passed by,.... 

,; (Quoted by H. J. Randall, The Creative Centuries, p. 228). 

See also A. Ballard, The Domesday Inquest, p. 167. 

Mr. L. F. Salzman, to whom I submitted this note, comments: 

whether the pig due ‘held good outside the manors of the 

Church I have no evidence at present.’ 
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PARISH CHURCH of ALL SAINTS 
BECKLEY 
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COUNCIL FOR BRITISH ARCHAOLOGY. 


Would any member or friend of the Council of the Sussex 
Archeological Society in the County who may be engaged in 
or have knowledge of archeological work in progress send a 
note to Mr. I. D. Margary, F.S.A., Yew Lodge, East Grin- 


stead, for the information of the Council for British 
Archeology ? 
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amplification from later Custumals. The number of swine to 
be yielded to the lord was evidently limited to two, as appears 
from this entry in the Canterbury Custumal, of manors of 
the Archbishop, late 13th century, where the services due from 
customary tenants of half a hide of land are being described : 
‘Should he have 7 pigs, he shall choose two of the best and 
give to the lord the third best from the feast of St. John until 
the feast of St. Michael. And should he have fourteen he shall 
give the third best and the third worst to the lord, out of more 
he shall not give, nor from six.’ (Ch. Ch. Cant. Ms. E.24, 
f.93). 

There may also be instanced entries in Thirtcen Custumals 
of the Sussex Manors of the Bishop of Chichester, edited by 
W. D. Peckham, S.R.S., XXXI: 

Regarding Cakeham (p. 4), ‘He shall give the Bishop 
the third best pig he keeps, or 7d. at the Bishop’s choice, and 
shall give 7d. even if he keeps no pigs.’ 

At Selsey (p. 13), ‘If he has pigs he shall give the lord 
the third best and 2d., and if he has none he shall give 7d. at 
Michaelmas, and be quit of a work.’ There is no mention of 
such due in Domesday Book, as noted by the late Edward 
Heron-Allen, but his inference does not seem essential in view 
of the Custumal’s evidence (E. Heron-Allen, Selsey Bill, 134). 

At Aldingbourne (p. 33), ‘ At St. Mary’s Mass if he has 
three or more pigs he shall choose two and the lord shall“ have 
the third; if he has less than three he shall give 5d. instead.’ 
Domesday Book records, ‘1 pig of (every) 6 swine.’ (V.C.H. 
Sussex, I. 390). 

A villein holder of a yardland at Houghton, Amberley 
(p. 61) was under obligation, ‘If he has 3 or more pigs he 
shall choose the two best and the lord shall have the third, or 
the lord if he wills will take 10d. instead.’ And, ‘If he has 
14 pigs the lord shall have the third best and afterwards the 
worst when the two worst have been picked out.’ 

As pointed out, V.C.H. Sussex, 1. 365, under Ferring is 
entered in Domesday Book, ‘1 pig of (every) 7’. (ibid., 390). 
In S.R.S. XXX, 73, is recorded of certain Ferring tenants : 
‘If he has more pigs than two on Midsummer Day he shall 
give the lord one at Michaelmas, and if he have fourteen he 
shall give the lord two.’ 

When all Sussex Custumals with their wealth of detail 
regarding manorial practices have been published, it may be 
possible further to substantiate that this pig due prevailed in 
similar forms ‘ throughout all Sussex,’ 
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HASTINGS AND THE ROMANS. 
BY J. MANWARING BAINES. 


There appears to be no evidence that the Romans ever 
settled at Hastings. To the west lay the fortress, Anderida, at 
Pevensey, but there are no roads leading eastwards along the 
coast. Inland the iron-works at Crowhurst, Beauport Park, 
Sedlescombe and Brede were worked, but the ore was probably 
shipped by water either from Bulverhythe or down the Rother 
to Rye. And no traces of Roman occupation have been found 
on the high ground to the east of the town. 


There may have been port or harbour facilities, but, thanks 
to the “eastward drift” these, if they ever existed, are now 
lost. One would, however, expect some fairly concrete remains 
near by, and none have so far been discovered. 


Recently I made an appeal through the local Press and 
societies for any coins which may have come to light during 
the multifarious digging operations of the last few years. As 
a result I have now been able to examine or trace ten Roman 
coins in the Hastings district. I am indebted to Messrs. 
B. A. Seaby, Ltd., for assistance in their transcription and 
identification. 


The following list gives the locality in which each coin was 
found, the emperor, value, description, history and present 
whereabouts. 


1. Sandrock, St. Helens, Hastings. 

MAXIMINUS II, DAZA (A.D. 307-313) AE.  Follis 
(small). 

Obv. IMP C GAL VAL MAXIMINUS P F AVG. 

Laureate head right. Rev. GENIO AVGVSTI. Genius 
left, holding head of Serapis and cornucopiae. 

Dug up in the grounds of Sandrock, St. Helens, 1936. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 318.) 


2. Moscow Road, Ore. 


GALLIENUS (A.D. 260-268) AE. Antoninianus. 

Obv. GALLIENVS AVG. Radiate head right. 

Rev. DIANAE CONS AVG. Doe right. 

Mintmark Rome. 

Dug up in the garden at 23, Moscow Road by Mr. Robert 
Lomas in March, 1946. Surface soil. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 383.) 
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Near Christ Church, Ore. 

CONSTANTINE II (A.D. 330-337). Third brass. 

Oby. CONSTANTINVS IVN NOB C. _ Diademed and 
draped bust right. 

Rev. GLORIA EXERCITVS. Standard between two 
soldiers. 

Found about 1943 by Mr. W. Veness during excavations 

opposite the Oddfellows’ Public House in Old London 

Road, Ore. Believed to be below surface soil. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 387.) 


Shore near Ecclesbourne. 

THEODOSIUS I (A.D. 379-395). Gold. 

After the severe storm of Oct. 3rd, 1857, a gold coin of 
Theodosius Magnus was washed up under the East Cliff 
near Ecclesbourne (S.A.C. XIV, 65). Exhibited at the 
temporary Museum held at Hastings in connection with 
the Society’s visit, 1862, by Mr. Albert Emary. Present 
whereabouts unknown. 


Shore near East Hill, Hastings. 

CONST ANTIUS II (A.D. 337-361) AE. Centenionalis. 

Obv. D N CONSTANTIVS P F AVG Diademed and 
draped bust right. 

Rev. FEL TEMP REPARATIO. Soldier spearing 
fallen horseman. 

Found in the rocks at the base of East Hill, just East of 

Rock-a-Nore, November, 1929, by Mr. H. S. Read. 

Thought to be above the high water mark of the sea. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 390.) 


Bourne Street, Hastings. 

GALLIENUS (A.D. 260-268) AE. Antoninianus. 

Obv. GALLIENVS AVG. Radiate head right. 

Rev. SECVRIT PERPET. Securitas standing left 
holding sceptre. 

Found in Bourne Street, no date, according to the old label. 

Ross collection. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 391.) 


Braybrooke Road, Hastings. 

GALLIENUS (A.D. 260-268) AE. Antoninianus. 
Obv. IMP GALLIENVS AVG. Radiate head right. 
Rev. DIANAE CONS AVG. Antelope left. 
Mintmark Rome, 
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Dug up at 68, Braybrooke Road (north of the Hastings 
Railway Station) by Mr. M. Bayliss, May, 1946.  Esti- 
mated depth one foot. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 385.) 


8. Warrior Square, St. Leonards. 

COMMODUS (A.D. 180-192) AE.  Sestertius. 

Obv. M COMMODVS ANT P FELIX AVG BRIT. 
Laureate head right. 

Rev. VIC FEL P M TR P XI IMP VII V P P S.C. 
Victory standing right inscribing VO DE on shield. 

“One of 50 or 60 found with 5 or 6 broken vases in 

digging the foundations of a house on the West side of 

Warrior Square” (S.4.C., XIV, xiii). Exhibited at Hast- 

ings, 1862, by Mr. Thomas Ross. The old label states : 

“in digging of foundation of Howells houses, Warrior 

Square, 1855.” Associated with No. 9. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 392.) 


9. Warrior Square, St. Leonards. 
FAUSTINA Junior (Died A.D. 175) AE. As. 
Obv. FAVSTINA AVGVSTA. Draped bust right. 
Rev. IVNO S C. Juno standing left, with potion and 

sceptre. 

Found with No. 8, 1855. Ross collection. On a sheet of 
rough sketches of Roman coins (Faustina and Commodus) 
is written in pencil “ Roman Coins found in an Urn in 
Warrior Square corner house of Norman Road East.” 


(Hastings Museum. BB. 393.) 


Beaufort Road, Silverhill. 

FAUSTINA Senior (A.D. 141) AE.  Sestertius. 

Obv. DIVA FAVSTINA. Draped bust right. 

Rev. AVGVSTA S C. Vesta standing left, holding 
palladium and sceptre. 

Dug up at 36, Beaufort Road, 1938, by Mr. N. Viner. 

Depth 6 inches. 

(Hastings Museum. BB. 384.) 

It will be noticed that the westerly ones (Nos. 8, 9, 10) are 

second century and the rest third or fourth. Nos. 4 and 5 

may have been carried from a distance by the sea, though the 


10. 


_ latter is in a good state of preservation and shows little sign 


of wear. It may also be significant that the Warrior Square 
hoard, unfortunately dispersed, lay within easy access to the 
sea. It may have been buried before a voyage and never 
recovered, 
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With so little evidence as ten coins, any theory must be 
highly speculative. Thanks to its physical features, Hastings 
remained cut off from the rest of Sussex and Kent, and was 
thus able to retain its own individuality for many centuries. 
One can only say that it is highly improbable that the Romans 
ever had more than a fleeting association with the place. 





THE SUSSEX PROPERTY OF ST. MARY 
CLERKENWELL AND THE SACKVILLES. 


BY W. O. HASSALL, M.A., D.PHIL., F.S.A. 


Detailed accounts which almost amount to surveys of the 
property of the nunnery of St. Mary, Clerkenwell, in the six- 
teenth and the late fifteenth centuries enable us to have a 
tolerably complete picture of the situation as it was just before 
the Dissolution. 

The surviving account rolls are all found in the Public 
Record Office in the class of Ministers’ Accounts. Ministers’ 
Accounts Henry VII 396 is the draft of the bailiff’s account 
for 1490-1; Ministers’ Accounts Henry VIII 2116, 2117, 
2118, 2119 and 2120 are the accounts of the prioress for 1524-5, 
1525-6, 1526-7, 1532-3 and 1524-5, the Ministers’ Accounts 
Henry VIII 2396 is the account of the royal bailiff and collector 
immediately after the dissolution for 1539-40. The absence of 
earlier account rolls such as survive for St. Michael Stamford 
is to be deplored, but the existence of such as survive enables a 
study to be made of the nuns’ property in the latter years of the 
convent, such as is to be obtained for its earlier years from its 
cartulary, Cotton MS. Faustina B. ii in the British Museum, 
of which I am preparing an edition. 

These rolls answer a number of questions where the Valor 
Ecclesiasticus is of no assistance. “They answer, in fact, many 
of a whole string of interesting questions which A. Savine asks 
in English Monasteries on the Eve of the Dissolution, conclud- 
ing by saying “ This chain of questions could be considerably 
lengthened if it were worth while to do. But it is not; for 
with the Valor Ecclesiasticus at our disposal it is only possible 
to give a somewhat definite picture of that part of the land 
which remained in the hands of the monks, and not of the part 
in the possession of the tenants.” 


MANXEY (NEAR PEVENSEY). 
Manxey was an exception to the fact that the nunnery 


obtained all its property in the country before the completion 
of the cartulary in the middle of the thirteenth century. 








re 
‘) 


L$ 


iS 


ax S 


o_O = 


Ss 








SUSSEX NOTES AND QUERIES 39 


On July 20, 1318, at Northampton licence was given 
“for the alienation in Mortmain by John Fillol to the prioress 
and convent of Clerkenwell of the reversion in a rent of 40 s. 
in Manekesye, which Joan, daughter of the said John and 
Katherine her sister, hold for their lives, which rest is held 
of the barony of L’Aigle (de Aquila) as appears by an inquisition 
made by Master John Walewayn, king’s clerk, late escheator 
on this side Trent. By fine of 40s." It looks as if Joan and 
Katherine were perhaps nuns at Clerkenwell. 

In the Valor Ecclesiasticus certain “ farms” in parcells of 
land at Manxey by Pevensey were stated to be worth 20 s.? 

This property, wrongly described as at “ Wankesey and 
Pevensey,” of the yearly value of 25s. was purchased by Sir 
Richard Sackvyle—the last prioress was also a Sackvyle—for 
£25.35 But the account rolls of the nunnery make these dry 
bones live. 

The extant account rolls show that in 1490-1 the prioress 
answered for 13s. 4d. due from John Hampton for the farm 
of lands, meadow and pasture formerly let at 20 s. This 
reduction in rent was only temporary for in 1524-5, 1525-6, 
1526-7 and 1532-3 the farm of land and pasture here, let to 
John Lever and formerly to George Chaunce, Chauncy or 
Chawney was 20s. It formerly had been 13s.4d. In 1534-5 
the 20s. is described as a farm from Manxey and from other 
places in Sussex. The names of the “ other places” are not 
stated. In 1539-40 the royal accounts after the dissolution 
give valuable information which shows that it was already let 
to a member of the Sackville family. The farm is-one of 20 s. 
and is paid for 20 acres of pasture lying in separate parcels, 
with appertainances, in Manxey and Pevensey, let to John 
Sakevyle, his executors and assigns by an indenture of 
8 September 28 Henry VIII, from Michaelmas following for 
99 years, payable at Michaelmas. This was the fifth year of 
the term. The indenture was enrolled in the memoranda of 
the augmentations office. 

In discussing the financial difficulties of muns,' Dr. Power 
includes among “ improvident expedients for obtaining money 
without regard to future embarrassment ” the letting of lands 


' Cal. of Pat. Rolls (1317-21), p. 192. 

* I. 395. 

Rate Book of Philip and Mary, cited by Storer and Cromwell, 
History of Clerkenwell, p. 73. 

The “farms in the parishes of Manxey and Pevensey” were 
granted to Sir Richard on 12th July, 1558, Calendar and 
Inventory of Particulars and Grants (P.R.O.), 2161. 
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on long leases and the farming of churches. “ These practices 
were constantly forbidden in episcopal injunctions,” she writes, 
and goes on to quote the answer Dame Margaret Sackfelde, 
prioress of Easebourne (the sister of Isabel, prioress of Clerken- 
well) had to make at a visitation in 1524 when asked for 
particulars of grants made under the convent seal. Financial 
difficulties also might be caused by the head of a house granting 
leases to relatives. But it should be pointed out that at Manxey 
the prioress, who had made a long lease to a relation, was to 
receive a larger rent than had been had for some time, and 
among the many places where arrears occur, Manxey is not 
included, nor would loss from lack of a tenant need to be 
anticipated. 





SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH 
REGISTERS. 
Contributed by W. H. CHALLEN. 
(Continued from Vol. XI., page 20.) ° 

ST. MARTIN IN THE FIELDS: Marriages Continued: 

1662—June 12. Gulielmus Morley Militis de Balneo de 
Hanaker in Com. Sussex (sic;= Halnaker in Boxgrove), 
viduo duxit Annam Denham puella filia domini Johanis 
Denham Militis de Balneo, in Cappella Regis White- 
hall per Lisenciam. 

1668—Oct. 13. Johannes Large de Rotherfield in Com. 
Sussex, Clericus duxit Elisebetham Couch de Horsmon- 
den in Com. Cantij solutam per licentiam. 

1670—May 12. Johannes Burking de East Hotly in Com. 
Sussex, vidus duxit Constantiam Cissly de Franckenfield 
in Com. praed : solutam per licentian. 

(The Vic. Gen. licence has “ Franckfeild’’ which is 
another variant of Framfield, the register of which 
parish has the baptism, 19 Jan. 1633, of Constance 
as a daughter of Thomas Sisly. There is a farm 
called “‘ Cysley’s Farm” in Framfield.) 

1672—Mch. 24. MHenricus Culpepper parochia Sti. 
Michaelis in Cornhill viduus duxit Dorotheam Went- 
worth de Baddow magna in Com. Sussexia (sic) puellam 
per licentiam. 

(Son of Rev. Philip Colepeper (by Bridget née Pley- 
dell) whose brother Sir Alexander Colepeper of 


‘ E, Power, English Medieval Nunneries, p. 209, 
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Bedgebury married 1624 Jane dau. of Ninian 

Burrell, of Cuckfield, Sussex. This was Henry’s 

2nd wife, her mother being a widow of Much 
Baddow, Essex.) 

1673—Oct. 7. Joannes Peachey gen. duxit Mariam 

Ashton solutam per licentiam uterq parochi Scta 
Margareta, Westmr. 

(Was he of North Bersted, Sussex, shown on page 54 

of Wm. Berry's Sussex Genealogies?). 

1679—Apr. 23. Gualterus Burt de Cookefeild Commit 
Sussexiae duxit Annam Stapley ejusdem par licent : 

1679—June 19. Johannes Betton, Rector ecclesiae de Eas 
Levant Comit: Sussexiae duxit Susannam Heron 
viduam hujus parochiae per Licentiam. 

1681—Feb. 25. Christopher Mills, of Herne, Kent, and 
Elizabeth Culpeper of this parish per Lic. Archi ep: 

(She was a daughter of Sir Cheny Colepeper, who was 
a son of Sir Thomas Colepeper of Greenway Court 
in Hollingbourne, Kent, by Elizabeth dau. of John 
Cheney of Guestling, Sussex, as shown in the excel- 
lent pedigree in vol. 47 of Sx. A.C. 

The error on page 132 of John Comber’s Sussex 
Genealogies (Ardingly centre) which gives Eliza- 
beth as dau. of John Guestling, should be corrected.) 

1682—Aug. 10. John Ld. Vaughan and Lady Ann Savil, 
per Lic. 

(John 2nd Lord Vaughan of Newcastle-Emlyn (Car- 
marthen) and 3rd Earl of Carbery (see note to 1697 
marriage), M.P. for Carmarthen, and Ann Savile, 
dau. of William, Ist Earl of Halifax. Their 
daughter, Lady Ann Vaughan, married, as his first 
wife, Charles Paulet, 3rd Duke of Bolton, grandson 
of the Ist Duke in the Feb. 1654 marriage, but by his 
Ist wife Christian, dau. of John (Lord) Frechville, 
whose dau. Frances Frechville, married Col. Thomas 
Colepeper, a nephew of the Rev. Philip Colepeper 
in the note to the 1672 marriage.) 

1682—Jan. 9. Benjamin Hoffman, Rector of Woodman- 
cote in Sussex and Anne Blythman, of St. Mathew, 
Friday Street, Lond. : per Lic: Archi ep: 

1684—Dec. 18. Thomas Ray of Lincolns Inn and Ann 
Luxford of Vineall in the county of Sussex, per Lic. 


Arch Episi. 
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(Ann Luxford of Vinehall in W hatlington, Sussex, was 
widow of John Luxford of More Hall in Ninfild, 
Sx. (chr. 1 Dec. 1642 Wartling, Sx., bur. 22 Apr. 
1677 Ninfield), whom she, as Ann Dunke of St. 
Clement, Hastings, married 17 Dec. 1672 at Nin- 
field.) 

She was the eldest daughter (chr. 5 Aug. 1648 St. 
Clement, Hastings) of Capt. Jehn Dunke, who 
married 1 Mch. 1646 at Whatlington, Ann, 
daughter of Thomas Bryan of Battle (nephew of 
Anthony Watson, Bishop of Chichester). 

Capt. John Dunke was son (chr. 3 June 1627 St. 
Clement, Hastings, bur. 18 Dec. 1697 Whatlington) 
of John Dunke, Jurat and Mayor of Hastings, who 
married 9 Nov. 1619 at Friston, Sx., Beatrix (dau. 
of Tho.) Selwin, who was buried 29 Jan. 1635 at 
St. Clement, Hastings. 

John Dunke, senr., was son (chr. 23 Mch. 1588 
Whatlington, burd. there 17 Apr. 1660) of Richard 
(son of Edward) Dunke (1561-1636) of Whatling- 
ton by Alice daughter of John Michelborne of 
Barcombe, Newick and Chichester, whose sister Joan 
née Michelborne and her husband Thomas Luxford 
of Westmeston, Sx., were the great-grandparents of 
the aforementioned John Luxford (1642-1677). 

The said John Luxford was a son of Thomas 
Luxford of Wartling (1595-1664) by his 3rd wife 
Mary née Meere (Meres in Archd. Lewes lic. 23 
Oct. 1641), who survived him and was buried at 
Ninfield 30 June 1678 (not 20 June 1698 as in 
Harleian Soc., vol. 89, page 74). 

Mary Meere was daughter of John Meere of 
Westham, Sx., to whom an Archd. licence was 
issued 17 May 1600, to marry Mary French, who 
was daughter of Stephen French of Streame in 
Chiddingly, Sx., who married 2 June 1579 at 
Rotherfield, Sx., Barbara daughter of Anthony 
Fowle, who married 3 Oct. 1553 at Rotherfield, 
Margery “Cherlocke” (daughter of Richard 
Shurlock of Withyham, Sx.), who, after the death 
of Anthony Fowle,. yeoman,.in 1567, married at 
Rotherfield, 6 June, 1569, Arthur Middleton (son 
of Thomas Middleton by Ursula née Michelborni 
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als. Mascall, and grandson of Thomas Middleton 
of Alciston), ironmaster of Rotherfield (but of 
Beeding als. Sele, Sx. in his will proved 1594 in 
P.C.C.), and was buried 15 June, 1612 at Rother- 
field, her will being proved at Lewes. 

Richard Shurlock, husbandman, in his will dated 

4 Dec., 1553, proved at Lewes the following March, 
mentions in his will, proved at Lewes in 1540, his 
of his daughter Margery, and Mildred Hosmer (and 
her father Richard Hosmer), daughter of his wife 
Jone, who was, therefore, a widow before she married 
Richard Shurlock, her previous husband being 
Richard Hosemare, who, as senr. of Rotherfield, 
mentions in his will proved at Lewes in 1540, his 
son (not by name) under age, and six daughters, 
Thomasyn, Anne, Margery, Jone, Jane, and 
Myldred, and made his wife Jone executrix. Her 
will as Jone Shorlocke, widow of Richard, Withy- 
ham, dated 3 Nov. 1559, proved at Lewes 16 Dec. 

1560, mentions her daughters, Anne (who had a 
daughter Alysse), Margery, Joane, Jane, and 
Myldred, all without surnames, and her son-in-law 
John Saxpes, but not any Fowle. 

It seems therefore conclusive that Margery 
Shurlock was not her daughter by Richard Shurlock 
but his daughter by a previous wife. 

Thomas Luxford married his other two wives as 
follows :— 

(1) 1613—Sep. 28 at Brightling, Sx.: Changed 
Collins (chr. there 13 Jan. 1598; bur. Wart- 
ling 24 July 1629) daughter of Thomas 
Collins of Brightling by Mary, widow of 
Robert Alchorne of Marden, Kent, née Buck- 
hurst of Sutton-Valence, Kent. 

(2) 1637—June 26 at Hailsham, Sx., Elizabeth 
Puckle of Cliff, Lewes.) 


(To be continued.) 
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NOTES 


CLAPHAM IN LULLINGTON AND LITLING- 
TON.— The answer to the question raised by Mr. Burder 
(S.N.Q., x 173) is that there were two holdings bearing the 
same name :— 

(1) An estate belonging to Battle Abbey called Clapham 
consisting of a narrow area of land lying between the southern 
boundary of Litlington parish on the one side and the Charles- 
ton portion of West Dean parish on the other side. ‘This was 
a detached portion of Lullington parish, the whole of which 
parish belonged to the Abbey. 

(2) An estate known as Clapham alias Chambers, com- 
prising a somewhat similar area of land running from the 
Cuckmere river eastward on to the Downs and forming the 
southern portion of Litlington parish. ‘The ancient site of the 
manor house, Chambers Court, is still marked on the Ordnance 
Survey Map, but only a barn now stands there. 

The Battle Abbey holding was associated with the Abbey’s 
manor of Alciston and is doubtless included in the Domesday 
Book assessment of that manor. 

On the dissolution of the Abbey the estate was granted 
in 1539 to Sir Edward Bray and sold in 1582 by Reginald 
Bray to John Browne, of Kirdford, Sussex, described as the 
manor, farm or grange of Clapham, alias Clopham, in the parish 
of Loynton, alias Lulynton, in the occupation of Andrew 
Draper. In 1599 William Browne sold to John Draper of 
Compton, Sussex, who in 1627 sold to William Thomas of 
West Dean, whose son Sir William Thomas devised to his kins- 
man William Dobell, with an ultimate remainder to the heirs 
of Thomas Harison of Seaford. Lancelot Harison sold to John 
Bean in 1771, and in 1830 the estate was purchased by the Revd. 
Thomas Scutt.? 

The Clapham alias Chambers manor was, like Litlington, 
a subinfeudation of the Bishop of Chichester’s Manor of 
Bishopston. It comprised, besides two hides of land in Clap- 
ham in the parish of Litlington, one hide at Bremlyn in East 
Dean and two hides at Yeverington in Eastbourne. 

On the division of the estate of Gervase de Horsington, 
who held the manor in 1225, between his daughter and co- 
heiresses, namely, Alice, the wife of Alexander de Horsie and 
Hawis the wife of Richard de la Gare, all the five hides passed 
to Hawis and her husband, except three virgates of land in 


' This devolution of the Estate is mainly gathered from the 
Middleton collection of Deeds (§.R.S. xxix). 





Pree TER 





NG- 
irder 
r the 
yham 
hern 
irles- 
- was 


vhich 


com- 
1 the 
yr the 
f the 
ance 


bey’s 
esday 


anted 
inald 
s the 
yarish 
drew 
er of 
as of 
kins- 
heirs 
John 
Revd. 


ton, 
or of 
Clap- 

East 


\gton, 
d co- 
e and 
yassed 
nd in 


m the 

















SUSSEX NOTES AND QUERIES 45 


Yeverington,” and about 1253 the five hides were held by Peter 
Fitzherbert.* 

In 1312 Hugh de la Chambre of Laughton settled on his 
son Gerard de Ja Chambre lands in Clapham, Litlington, East- 
bourne and East Dean,‘ obviously the estate before described, 
and the Chambers family continued in possession until 1585, 
when John Chambers sold to John Burton of Eastbourne the 
manor, with the lands in Eastbourne, but not elsewhere.” 

The Chambers family removed to Rodmell about this time, 
but retained the Litlington property, and in 1655 Sir Lawrence 
de la Chambre, as owner of Chambers Court in Litlington, 
joined in a partition of the Downland.° 

In 1688 Wiiliam de la Chambre devised his lands at 
Litlington to his four younger daughters, after which date we 
lose sight of the devolution until in 1831 George Alfrey sold 
Chambers Court Farm and lands in Litlington to the Revd. 
Thos. Scutt, who had already acquired the Battle Abbey 
Clapham estate. W. BUDGEN. 


TORTINGTON PRIORY EXCAVATIONS.—In 
the Centenary Volume of the Collections (S.4.C. Ixxxv, 75) | 
stated that ‘P. M. Johnston . . . apparently left no notes 
of Tortington Priory, which he excavated.’ This proves to be 
not quite literally correct, as among his papers, which were given 
to Worthing Public Library after his death, is the subjoined 
brief note, for permission to publish which I am indebted to 
Miss E. Gerard. Unfortunately there seems to, be no trace 
of the detailed notes and plans which he compiled at the time. 
It is also unfortunate that the glass, tiles and other small objects 
from the site which were given to the Society, do not seem to 
have been properly labelled and for the most part cannot now be 
identified. Mr. Johnston had some of the tiles at his house in 
Denmark Hill, where I saw them, but what became of them 
I do not know. LaF.8. 

“’Tortington Pnory, which originally covered many acres, 
but now has only part of‘the nave aisle (with graceful triple 
vaulting-shafts still supporting the vault springers), and frag- 
ments of the north transept of its church to show as evidences 
of its former grandeur. In 1909, by the kindness of the late 
Duke of Norfolk, the writer and Mr. F. E. Emson were enabled 
‘Sussex Fines, S.R.S. ii. No, 193. 

Sussex Custumals, §.R.S. xxxi. 
© BMA ee, ae 
Compton Place Deeds. 
* Lewes Deeds, C. 494, 








































46 SUSSEX NOTES AND QUERIES 


to excavate the site of the church and some of the adjacent. 


buildings, and the plan thus recovered is of great interest. It 
proves to have been a large cruciform aisled and vaulted build- 
ing, with central tower, in which were hung the five bells sold 
at the dissolution; but it is doubtful whether the south aisle of 
the nave and the south transept were ever built; all traces of 
their foundations have disappeared. Quire, central tower and 
transept were built between c. 1190 and 1210; nave and north 
aisle c. 1260. The outside length, including buttresses, was 
158 feet. Internally the nave aisle measured 52-ft. x 12-ft.; 
transept 27-ft. wide x 18-ft.; quire and aisles 58-ft. wide x 
52-ft., the quire proper being 26-ft. wide, the north aisle 10-ft., 
and south aisle 11-ft.; the side walls 4-ft. thick, and the east 
wall 5-ft., strengthened by massive buttresses and square piers or 
turrets at the angles, in some of which were circular stairs. 
With the exception of N. wall of nave, which remains nearly of 
the original height, a piece of its west wall and part of the 
north transept, the barest rubble foundations of the church 
were found, with hardly any wrought stone in situ, but much 
finely moulded stonework, such as vaulting-shafts and ribs, arch- 
voussoirs, bases, splay mouldings and parts of the great fluted 
columns of the quire came to light, some built into the farmyard 
walls, or lying loose. Much is still buried in these walls, from 
which a fine gargoyle of c. 1190 was recovered. The cemetery 
lay to N. of quire, and here several curious brick graves were 
uncovered. In N. transept was a stone coffin, with hollow for 
the head, and many interments in wooden coffins. In the quire 
a row of stone-lined graves, with a single one to the E., were 
found: and in N. quire aisle a most important discovery was 
made of three beautifully ornamented lead ocffins,’ two in 
one chalk-arched grave and one by itself, containing skeletons, 
which from the narrowness of the coffins must have been remains 
translated from elsewhere for re-interment here. On the site 
of E. walk of cloisters were many fine encaustic tiles, the designs 
including foliage, knights tilting, griffins and dragons. The 
patterns were sunk, flush and in relief. These, together with 
some of the moulded stonework, fragments of painted glass, 
ridge-tiles, etc., have been placed in the Museum at Lewes. To 
the south of the church foundations of numerous buildings, 
including a gate-house (partly of timber) and various halls and 
chambers were also uncovered and planned out.” 
‘One of these lead coffins and part of a second were presented by 
the Duke of Norfolk to the Lewes Museum of the Sussex 
Archeological Society; the third to the British Museum. The 


cast lead ornaments of lattice work, rope crosses, rosettes and 
the Greek honeysuckle are of much beauty and interest 
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A CHICHESTER TOKEN AND RICHARD DALLY. 
(S.N.Q., XI, 21)—Thomas Dally & Son were drapers and 
salesmen in East Street, Chichester, and issued a halfpenny 
token in 1794 in copper and also a shilling and sixpence in 1811 
in silver. 

Of the former there are four slightly differing varieties and a 
proof of one of these is known in silver. The coin is quite 
common. 

Richard Dally may have been a son of the issuer of these 
tokens. 

For further information consult Dalton & Homer's Pro- 
vincial Coinage of the Eighteenth Century and Davis's 
Nineteenth Century Token Coinage. 

I fear Mr. Heron Allen is a somewhat treacherous guide to 
follow. J. B. CALDECOTT. 


BATTLE CHURCH, etc. (S.N.Q., XI, 6).—A tower 
was built in the twelfth century in the space now occupied by 
St. Katherine’s Chapel. In the fifteenth century the Norman 
tower was taken down and the present perpendicular tower 
built at the West End. A. T. A. NAYLOR, Dean of Battle. 


THE OLD MANOR POUND, PEVENSEY.—A 
few days before the centenary meeting at Pevensey, the old 
Manor Pound of the Liberty was conveyed by the Town Trust 
to the Ministry of Works, in whose charge, with the castle, it 
will now remain. Three of the walls need some repair, the 
fourth boundary being the Roman wall itself. 

The enclosure had been recently valued at fifteen pounds 
and this sum has been paid into the funds of the Trust in 
accordance with the regulations of the Charity Commissioners. 

The pound is situated a short distance from the West 
Gate of the Castle by the side of the road leading from 
Westham to Pevensey and most conveniently for both villages. 

H. }. G 


SUSSEX ARCHAEOLOGICAL SOCIETY 
AND TRUST 
ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 

The Annual General Meeting figures in the Society’s 
Annual Report and so need only be briefly reported here. It 
was held, by kind permission of the Mayor and Corporation, in 
the Council Chamber at the Town Hall, Lewes, on Wednesday, 
20th March, 1946, and was attended by about 75 miembers. In 
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the absence of both the outgoing and the incoming President, 
the Bishop of Lewes, our Ex-President, took the Chair. The 
Council’s Report and Accounts were moved by Dr. Curwen 
and unanimously adopted. ‘The Chairman then gave expression 
to the Society’s gratitude to Miss Cooper for her many years of 
work as Hon. Secretary, which was carried by acclamation. He 
urged members to bring in new (and, if possible, young) 
members. Mr. Godfrey said that this was the centenary of 
the Society, and also might be called that of the movement 
towards county archeology; he insisted on the importance of 
Sussex in this movement. 

Dr. Curwen then proposed and Mr. Ellis seconded the 
election of Lord Winterton as President, which was carried by 
acclamation. ‘The officers were re-elected, as also were the 
retiring members of the Council, with the addition of Mr. R. H. 
d’Elboux and Mr. S. S. Frere. ‘The vacancy created by the 
lamented death of Mr. J. S. North was left to the Council. 

Dr. Curwen then proposed and the meeting adopted the 
Report and Accounts of the Trust. Mr. Stevens explained 
that the Camouflage Department had agreed to replace the 
green distemper on the Long Man of Wilmington with 
whitewash. 

After the business of the meeting was concluded Mr. A. R. 
Vidler gave some account of the discovery of Elizabethan 
documents at Rye, and shewed tally sticks of 1571. Mr. J. E. 
Ray brought up the matter of the proper preservation of 
Hastings Castle, as to which the Society's Council has been 
in negotiation with the Corporation of Hastings, the holders 
of a lease of the Castle, which is scheduled as an ancient 
monument; and Mr. Leeney reported that the chapel at Bals- 
dean had been injured by firing on the Downs. Mr. Bentham 
Stevens gave some notes of the Jubilee Meeting held in 1896; 
members were tantalised to hear that the proceedings included a 
lavish lunch. 


EXHIBITION AT DITCHLING. 

By the energy of our member, the Rev. Arthur C. 
Crookshank, an admirable Exhibition of antiquities of the dis- 
trict (some lent from Barbican House) was arranged at 
Ditchling and opened on April 30th by Dr. Arundell Esdaile 
as a member of the Society’s Council. It included a large 
number of most interesting exhibits, many being of the class 
called “ by-gones,” disused tools passing into the stage of being 
antiquities. 

It is much to be desired that similar exhibitions should 
be organised in every district of the County. 











